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SPECIAL SENATE INVESTIGATION ON CHARGES AND 
COUNTERCHARGES INVOLVING: SECRETARY OF THE 
ARMY ROBERT T. STEVENS, JOHN G. ADAMS, H. STRUVE 
HENSEL AND SENATOR JOE McCARTHY, ROY M. COHN, 
AND FRANCIS P. CARR 


THURSDAY, JUNE 10, 1954 


UnitTep STates SENATE, 
SPECIAL SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met at 10:12 a. m., pursuant to recess, in the 
caucus room of the Senate Office Building, Senator Karl E. Mundt, 
chairman, presiding. 

Present: Senator Karl E. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota; 
Senator Everett McKinley Dirksen, Republican, Illinois; Senator 
Charles E. Potter, Republican, Michigan; Senator Henry C. Dwor- 
shak, Republican, Idaho; Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, 
Arkansas; Senator Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, Washington; and 
Senator Stuart Symington, Democrat, Missouri. 

Also present: Ray M. Jenkins, chief counsel; Thomas R. Prewitt, 
assistant counsel; Charles Maner, assistant counsel; and Ruth Y. 
Watt, chief clerk. 

Principal participants present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, a 
United States Senator from the State of Wisconsin; Roy M. Cohn, 
chief counsel to the subcommittee; Joseph N. Welch, special counsel 
for the Army; and James D. St. Clair, special counsel for the Army. 

Senator Munpr. The committee will please come to order. 

The Chair would like to start out the morning, as is his custom, 
by welcoming our guests who have come into the committee chamber 
and to recall to you the committee ruling against any audible mani- 
festations of approval or disapproval. I have asked again the uni- 
formed members of the Capitol Police force, whom you see before 
you, and the plainclothes men who are scattered among the audience, 
to enforce the rule vigorously, to politely but firmly escort from the 
room any individual or individuals violating the terms of the agree- 
ment by which he entered the chamber, namely, to refrain from 
making avdible manifestations of approval or of disapproval. 

The Chair would like to remind his colleagues again that by the 
beginning of the afternoon session he hopes that any of them who have 
any additional names to suggest to Counsel Jenkins as witnesses, 
they will submit them to him in writing. Several of the committee 
members have already submitted their recommendations either for 
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add tional witnesses or saying that they have none in mind, and the 
Chair wants to remind his colleagues that Chey have until the openinz 
of the 2 o’clock session to make that list available to Mr. Jenkins, and 
then we are going to have a meeting this afternoon at the conclusion 
of the open session to discuss the road ahead as far as our committee 
hearing rs are concerned, 

lam yhap ypy to yield to Senator McClellan. 

Senator McCriettan. Am IT understanding the Chair now to make a 
ruling that unless names are submitted by noon today, members of 
the committee then thereafter are to be precluded from making sug- 
gestions or requesting witnesses ¢ 

nator Munpt. ‘That is exactly not what you are asked to under- 
stand. The Chair is trying to get his colleages to cooperate to help 
the counsel so we can have some orderly procedure, and he feels fairly 
confident that bis colleagues will endeavor to cooperate. 

Senator McCietnan. I didn’t want to hear tater that that was the 
import of what the Chair was saying. I wanted the record clear. 

Senator Munot. The record is clear now, public and open and 

] 
oOvVIOUS,. 

Senator Syminaton. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Symington? 

Senator Symrneton. There is a very important meeting downstair 
of Armed Services, and I would like to excuse myself, if I may, for as 
short a time as possible, 

Senator Munpr. You may. I will assure you, as we assured Sena- 
tor Potter under similar circumstances the other day, that insofar as 
the Chair can, he will avoid having any committee votes while you 
are away. 

Senator Syminoton. Thank you. 

Senator Dirksen, In that connection, may I say that the Appropri- 
ations Committee is marking up the Arm ed Forces appropri- 
ation bill this morning, and I feel constrained to absent myself some 
time a little bit later for that all important work, 

Senator Munpr. Very well. 

Senator McCietnan. Mr. Chairman, I am a member of that com- 
mittee, too. We can’t attend both of them. Some of us should stay 
here, so I will remain here. 

Senator Munor. I think about all we can do is to divide our forces 
that way, and again the Chair wants to state that this points up the 
importance of trying to find a reasonable and rational way and time 
and manner in which to conclude these hearings because other im- 
portant business is piling up of great importance to the country, and 
of great importance to our individual States. 

The minority leadership on the Democratic side on the Senate floor 
and the majority leadership on the Republican side with the strange 
majorities that we have—you can reverse those designations if you 
want to—but on both sides have been very cooperative to defer matters 
in which members of the committee are interested both in committee 
and on the floor. But we are approaching the adjournment date of 
the Senate and it is imperative I think that each of us search his 
soul and his conscience to determine just what we want to have done 
in the continuation of these hearings, how far we want to expand the 
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list of witnesses, how long we want to continue them. For that purpose 
we are meeting ‘this afternoon, and for that purpose I have asked my 
colleagues for ‘the past few days to read the executive testimony which 
has been taken, all of which is now available, and to try to find, I 
hope, a formula for proceeding toward a termination date which will 
be acceptale, number one and most important, to all of the prin- 
cipals, and then I hope to all or most of the members of this committee. 


TESTIMONY OF HON. JOSEPH R. McCARTHY, A UNITED STATES 
SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF WISCONSIN—Resumed 


Senator Munpr. Senator McCarthy is on the stand undergoing 
direct examination at this time by Counsel Jenkins. In lieu of a pre- 
pared statement, he made something of a speech and a presentation at 
the beginning of his testimony yesterday, and now I understand Mr. 
Jenkins is ready to begin the direct examination, to be followed by 
cross eXamination, 

Counsel Jenkins. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Senator McCarthy, at this time, I desire to examine 
you directly with reference to the charges of the McCarthy staff 
against Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams, 

“I think it would be perhaps well at this time to specifically define 
those charges so that examination may be kept within that particular 
area of inquiry. 

As we understand it, Senator, you as chairman of the committee, 
and the members of your staff, have charged, first, that the Secretary 
and his counsel sought to discredit the work of the McCarthy com- 
mittee. Secondly, that the Sec retary and his counsel sought to prevent 
or to stop or to bloc k your investigation of subversives in the Ar my and 
at Fort Monmouth, and, thirdly, that Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams 
sought to es your bringing before your committee the members 
of the loyalty boa :rd for examination. 

Substantially, Senator McCarthy, would you or not say that those 
are the charges made by you and your staff against the Secretary and 
Mr. Adams? 

Senator McCarrny. Yes, Mr. Jenkins, except I don’t like to quibble 
about the question of charges. What we did was answer their charges. 

Mr. Jenkins. And in doing so, and in the document drafted and 
filed by you, Senator—— 

Senator McCarruy. You stated that substantially correct, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Those statements or allegations were made, were they 
not, substantially ? 

Senator McCarrny. I think that is a substantially correct state- 
ment. I merely wanted to make it clear that we had nothing to do 
with calling on this hearing. We merely made answer when the 
charges were made against us. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Senator, you told us yesterd: ay about when you were 
made chairman of this committee. I think it is in the record that Mr. 
Cohn came to your committee shortly after you assumed the role of 
chairmanship, that perhaps Mr. Schine came within some 2 or 3 weeks 
thereafter. 

Mr. Carr came with your committee when ? 
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Senator McCarruy. Mr. Carr came in July—was it Frank? July 
16. I may say, Mr. Carr worked as head of the FBI subversive group 
in New York until the night before he came with the committee. 

Mr. Jenkins. You are anticipating a question of mine. I asked 
Mr. Stevens for his background before he assumed the Secretaryshrp 
ofthe Army. Iasked Mr. Adams about his background. I asked you 
something yesterday about yours. 

In the selection of the members of your staff, Senator, did or not 
you investigate their records, their background, their qualifications ? 

Senator McCarrny. I did. 

Mr. Jenkins. In short, Senator, and I think Mr, Cohn has pretty 
well covered it, in short why did you select Mr. Cohn as your chief 
counsel ¢ 

Senator McCarruy. A great number of reasons, Mr. Jenkins. I 
was looking for a competent, hardworking young man, who knew 
something about communism, who knew something about investigat- 
ing, who had a background of FBI experience or Justice Department 
experience. Mr. Cohn came to me very highly recommended from a 
sizable number of people. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did Mr. Cohn apply for this position, or did you seek 
him out, Senator ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. I believe I sought him out, Mr. Jenkins. 

Mr. Jenkins. What about the background of Mr. Schine? 

Senator McCartuy. Mr. Schine came almost exclusively on the rec- 
ommendation of Mr. Cohn, except that I got an FBI name check on 
Mr. Schine before I took him on the committee. 

Mr. Jenktns. What about Mr. Carr? 

Senator McCartny. Mr. Carr was a man we were trying to get for 
quite some time. I had known about Mr. Carr’s activities in pro- 
ducing the evidence in the conviction of Communists in New York 
over a number of years. I knew that he was head of the subversive 
squad—I am not sure that that is the right name—I think they called 
it the subversive desk—where he directed all the way from 100 to 
several hundred investigators of communism. 

I felt Mr. Carr was one of the most competent administrators I 
could get. We spent a great deal of time trying to persuade Mr. 
Carr to come with us. 

Mr. JENKINS. Senator, when did you first make plans for the in- 
vestigation of subversives who are allegedly in the Army 4 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Jenkins, it is impossible to give you a 
date. Before I became chairman of the committee, I had received 
complaints about the type of lectures, the type of material in the 
Army War College, the type of indoctrination material being used to 
indoctrinate our troops, to indoctrinate our intelligence oflicers. I 
received complaints in regard to Fort Monmouth. 

It would be impossible to fix a date. I would assume—I will put 
it this way. Shortly after I made the talk on the Senate floor on 
February 9, 1950, I started to get . great mass of material, much of 
which I could not evaluate because I didn’t have a staff. I would say 
perhaps in 1950 or 1951, I started to get material on the attempted in- 
filtration of the Army. 

(Senator McCarthy conferring with aides. 

Mr. Jenkins. Had you finished your answer, Senator? 

Senator McCartuy. No. 
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May I say, Mr. Jenkins, I have been admonishing my staff so long 
to make short answers, 1 am afraid I am violating that rule myself, 
but I believe in mv hand I perhaps hold the controlling reason why 
we decided to go :nto the military. 

Keep in mind, Mr. Jenkins, that I feel that we do have a good Army. 
I feel that 99 percent, perhaps more, are great, loyal Americans, will- 
ing to die for their country. I know, howeve psi 

Mr. Jenkins. While you are on that subject, do you agree with 
General Ryan, Senator, os at we have the greatest Army in the world? 

Senator McCarruy. I don’t know if we have the greatest. I think 
we have a great Army. 

Mr. Jenkins. Specifically and in order to get along, my question 

s, When did you lay the groundwork or do the spadework after your 
nauealahidan of the chairmanship of your committee to investigate al- 
leged subversives in the Army ¢ 

Senator McCarruy. Could I first hand the Chair a very brief 
résumé of the reason why I felt and still feel it is necessary to—— 

Mr. Jenkins. I think it is proper, if you care to do so, for you to 
state publicly what your reasons were for the plans that you laid 
and which you say you carried into execution for the investigation of 
subversives in the Army. 

Senator McCarruy. Could I do this, Mr. Jenkins? I hope this will 
be the last long answer. 

We have, starting back decades ago, the public statement by the top 
Communists that one of their prime objectives was to infiltrate the 
Army. Could I just read you 1 or 2 of those and I would like to hand 
the other out to the press to save time. 

For example, the program of the Communist International back 
in 1936: 

An absolutely essential prerequisite for this form of action— 
that is, Communist action 
is intensified revolutionary work in the Army and the Navy. 


Then in the theses and statutes of the Third International, a book- 
let reprinted by the Communist Party of America, quote: 


In the most enlightened and free countries it is especially necessary to carry 
on unlawful work in the army, navy, and police. 


Again the program of the Communist International : 


The Communist International must devote itself especially to organized work 
in the Army and the Navy. 


Skipping a few of these to save time, Mr. Jenkins, here is the 
constitution and program of the Communist Party, published in 1921: 


The Communist Party of America will carry on a systematic agitation in the 
American Army and Navy. 


Again, Factors Governing Our Tactical Line: 


The Communist Parties of all countries must increase their work in the 
capitalist army. 


Just one more, Mr. Chairman, from the Daily Worker: 
Let us take root in the factories ; let us penetrate into the Army and the Navy. 


I could quote many more. You will find at least—not in this 
résumé, but you will find, Mr. Jenkins, at least 50, in fact all of the 
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top writers of the Communist Party stress the importance of the 
Army. May I say I think it is no disgrace to a Secretary of the Army 
to find a Communist in the Army. I think the disgrace is when you 
try to hide those who cover up that Communist. 

Mr. Jenkins. Those are the reasons, then, as we understand, Sena 
tor, why you directed your energies toward an investigation of Com- 
munists or subversives in the Army 4 

Senator McCarriuy. Those are some of the reasons, 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes, sir, some of the reasons. 

Now, the next question question, Senator, was, When did you ac- 
tually start working with your staff in the preparation of an inves 
tigation of subversives or Communists in the Army? Approximately 
when ¢ 

Senator McCarruy. It was in the spring of 1953. I couldn’t give 
youthe month. I would say perhaps May—what would you say, Roy ¢ 
April—May, thereabouts. 

Mr. Jenkins. The next question, Senator, is, What was done, gen- 
erally, in the preparations made by you and your staff to the end 
that you might actually conduct hearmgs and determine whether or 
not there were subversives or Communists in the Army ¢ 

Senator McCartrny. Well, the usual thing, Mr. Jenkins, consisted 
of questioning witnesses, checking whatever information we had, de- 
ciding when we should start to hold public hearings, and taking the 
matter up with the committee. I think | took the matter up with 
the committee—I frankly don’t know whether that was before or 
after my Democrat friends left. Anyway, I took it up with the 
committee, I think, at least 2 months before we started to hold public 
hearings. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you have any idea of approximately how many 
witnesses were questioned, Senator, preparatory to your having hear 
ines on the subject of inquiry ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. I would rather not rely upon my memory. I 
have a very ene staff here, I think, which can give you the 
figures much better than I can. 

Mr. Cohn tells me that they can’t give us any figures, but I know it 
was a very large number. 

Mr. Jenkins. Can you give an approximate figure ? 

Senator McC \RTITY, It would be rather difficult, Mr. Jenkins, for 


this reason, that I do not work down in the office where my investiga- 
tors have their headquarters. I get the end result of their work. 
When they find a witness whom they think of importance, they come 


up and tell me about him, and then they may interrogate 20 witnesses 
before they find someone who they think has information of sufficient 
importance to pass it on to the committee. 

I think that our annual report indicates that over the year of 1953, 
there was considerably over a thousand witnesses interrogated. Some 
of those were on the Voice of America, some on the Government 
Printing Office, some on East-West trade. If I were to guess, it 
would be purely a guess, I would assume two or three hundred. But 
that is purely a guess. 

Mr. Jenkins. When, Senator, did you start actual sessions, execu- 
tive or open hearings, in the investigation of subversives or Commu- 
nists in fhe Army ? 

Senator McCarruy, I think the date was August 31. 
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Mr. Jenkins. Was that an executive meeting? 

Senator McCarrny. That was an executive meeting. 

Mr. Jenkins. Held where? 

Senator McCarruy. Held in New York. 

Mr. Jenkins. Up to that time, and between August 31 and the 
date of the assumption of office by the Secretary of the Army, do you 
know whether or not any subversives or Communists had been sus- 
pended or discharged from the personnel, civilian personnel, of the 
Army ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. As far as I know, Mr. Jenkins, none were 
suspended until after we started our investigation. 

Mr. Jenkins. That would be, then, subsequent to August 31, is that 
right, Senator? 

Senator McCarruy. No, not necessarily August 31, but subsequent 
to the date that the man in the Army knew that we were investigating 
subversives in the Army. I believe they had some time in early 
August—I couldn’t give you the dates, because they don’t give us 
those dates. 

Mr. Jenkins. Prior to pinpointing your investigations at Fort 
Monmouth, did or not you bring about, Senator, the suspensions of 
any Communists or subversives or bad risks, in any other Army posts? 

Senator McCarrny. Yes. When you say did we bring it about— 
they were suspended after we had them before the committee. The 
answer is “Yes.” There was a security guard in New York, a man 
who was guarding the secrets, who had a Communist background. 
There was an individual who was in the Quartermaster Corps. Let’s 
see. Just a second now. Peress was later. Mr. Cohn reminds me 
of Peress. I just can’t reel off the names, frankly. I may say that 
I have a list—— 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, let me ask you this question. I had the 
Secretary of the Army give his version of the story at Fort Monmouth. 
Mr. Adams gave his story. Mr. Cohn his story. I am going to ask 
you now to tell the committee, and as has frequently been said in 
these hearings, the jury of perhaps twenty-odd million Americans, 
your version of Fort Monmouth. What is the McCarthy version ? 

Senator McCarruy. That is rather an all-inclusive question. My 
version is that 

Mr. Jenkins. Is the chart now on exhibition germane to that ques- 
tion and answer ¢ 

Senator McCarruy. The small chart would be. The large chart 
covers all of the individuals who refused to answer whether or not 
they were Communists, some as to espionage, some as to sabotage, 
invoking the seal of incrimination provisions of the Constitution. 

The small chart, you will notice, Mr. Jenkins, shows that there were 
no suspensions at Fort Monmouth prior to our investigation. Follow- 
ing the investigation, 35, and 1 restored to duty. Since that chart 
was made, that was a few days ago, we find that Aaron Coleman has 
been removed on loyalty-security grounds. So the chart is not accu- 
rate asoftoday. It would be accurate as of a week ago. 

Mr. Jenxins. Then, as we understand it, Senator, since you began 
your investigation of Fort Monmouth, 35 subversives or bad risks, 
have been suspended, is that correct ? 
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Senator McCarruy. I don’t like to correct your language, but 35 
who had records which would indicate they were subversives or bad 
risks. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you know how many of those are still under sus- 
pension, Senator ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. I understand from the information which we 
get that only one case has been finally adjudicated, and that is Mr. 
Aaron Coleman, and he has been removed. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, Senator, I will ask you to explain to the com- 
mittee the significance of the large chart. 

Senator McCarruy. The large chart, Mr. Jenkins, contains the 
names of—will somebody remove that chair so I can see the chart— 
I think it is 92 individuals who appeared in public session, and who 
refused to testify, some of them as to Communist activities, some as 
to espionage activities, some as to sabotage. 

Now, let me make it clear that—— 

Mr. Jenkins. Senvtor, do we understand that they were civilian 
employees of the Army, those 92 individuals? 

Senator McCarrny. No. 

Mr. Jenkins. They were merely witnesses, is that what you mean, 
Senator ¢ 

Senator McCarruy. No, they were more than that, Mr. Jenkins. 
Some of them had never worked for the Government, but they were all 
called because of alleged connections which they had with people 
working in the Government. 

Take, for example, Irving Peress, the first name. He was the fifth 
amendment Communist. The next one, Doris Walters Powell, was 
working for the Army in the Quartermaster Corps. The next one, 
Kdward Rothschild had been working in the Government Printing 
Office, access to secret material for a great number of years, and on 
down the line. 

I do have an explanation of each one. I could read it in. I don't 
know if you want that. Take, for example, No. 85, Louis Bortz. 
Bortz appeared in executive session—maybe it was public session. I 
think it was public session. Prior to that, an under cover FBI 
agent had testified that Bortz had bragged that his job was to kill 
the chairman of the committee. 

Bortz came before the committee, invoked the fifth amendment. I 
frankly wasn’t much impressed by him. I think he was just bragging. 

Mr. Jenkins. State whether or not the 35 suspensions are included 
in that list. 

Senator McCarrny. No. 

Mr. Jenkins. Are any of them included in it? 

Senator McCarrny. Some of them are included in the list. Just 
aminute. Others are not. I am not sure. 

Mr. Jenkins. Go right ahead. I don’t mean to cut you off. 

Senator McCarruy. I am not sure that any are included in the 
list. I don’t believe any are included in that list. You see, we didn’t 
get the names from the military of the 35 they suspended. We only 
cot the numbers. The only way we could find out whether or not they 
had been suspended was to call them. On this list, we only have those 
who took the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Jenkins. When did you first meet the Secretary of the Army, 
Mr. Robert T. Stevens? 
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Senator McCartiy. It was after the hearings‘commeneed. I may 
say, as far as pinpointing dates, that is impossible. It was some 
time—do you know, Roy, what month, about—my chief counsel says 
some time, he thinks, in the beginning of September, so I assume 
that is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. Would it be the date when he returned from 
Montana? 

Senator McCarrny. Yes. He had been out West, and sent me a 
wire. When he came back, I met him. 

Mr. Jenkins. As far as you recall, is that your first meeting with 
the Secretary of the Army ? 

Senator McCarruy. As far as I know. I may have met him—he 
tells me I met him before that socially. If he says so, I am sure 
that is the truth. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, when did you first realize that any pressure 
was being brought upon you or the members of your staff by either 
the Secretary or anyone under his jurisdiction to have you call off 
your investigations of Fort Monmouth or the Army ? 

Senator McCarrny. Again, Mr. Jenkins, it is hard to a you a 
specific date, because whenever you investigate a particular bureau, 
1 always find some opposition to it. If Ray Jenkins were the head 
of a bureau, he perhaps wouldn’t want a congressional committee 
investigating what he was doing. | oem didn’t take the pressure 
seriously until about the 21st day of January or thereabouts, when 
some of the Senators called me and told me that Mr. Adams or Mr. 
Stevens had been to them, had been trying to induce them to keep me 
from calling the members of the old Truman loyalty board, which was 
no longer in existence but still working in the Pentagon, as far as I 
know—it reached its height on the night of the 22d of January when 
Mr. Adams came to my apartment. Before that, I had heard a lot of 
needling back and forth. I had lunch with him. John Adams used 
to attend most of our hearings. I would hear Roy and him needling 
back and forth, John suggesting the hearings be called off ina friendly 
fashion, I thought. 

We had a meeting over at the Pentagon called by Mr. Stevens— 
what was the date of that, Roy—November 6. At that time the 
Secretary made a rather good argument for calling off the hearings; 
said that they would proceed to do this job themselves if we would 
quit. I didn’t think there was anything, frankly, improper about that. 
He just argued we should quit the investigation and go on to some- 
thing else. 

I think the Army and the Air Corps were mentioned, as I recall, 
the Navy perhaps. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Senator, I would like for you to tell the members 
of this subcommittee, as near as you possibly can, Ape isely what was 
said by the Secretary of the Army on November You have gotten 
ahead of the dates about which I expected iabaidiene you, but you are 
on November 6, the meeting at the Pentagon. It has been thoroughly 
aired here in these hearings. 

Senator McCarruy. I can give you the substance of it, Mr. Jenkins. 
I didn’t take it seriously enough to remember the wording verbatim. 
In substance, Mr. Stevens argued that the committee had performed 
a function; that he was willing to take over and do the job; that we 
were embarrassing the Army. 
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I pointed out to him that we had very little difficulty, if-any, with 
the uniformed men; it was mostly with the civilians, the old holdovers 
from the old administration. I pointed out to him that we were 
making that very clear, that whenever we had a man before us we made 
very clear when he was brought into the administration. 

Up to that time, that is, before the Peress case, I don’t think we had 
called a single individual suspected of Communist activities who came 
in under the Stevens administration. 

He argued rather convincingly that he had been in office then about 
10 months, and that if we were to continue, that he would take the 
blame for it; that the American people would not separate the old 
administration from the new, they would feel that he should clean 
house overnight. In other words, when he went in one day, the next 
day he should have a completely clean Army. 

I told him I thought he was mistaken about that. He mentioned 
something about this affecting his job if we continued. 

Mr. Jenkins. What did he say about that, Senator ? 

Senator McCarriy. I think he said if we were to continue he would 
lose his job, or roughly something to that effect. 

Mr. Jenkins, As we understand it, you were there, Mr. Colin, and 
Mr. Carr. 

Senator McCartuy. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Secretary Stevens and Mr. Adams? 

Senator McCarruy. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Five of you. 

Senator McCarruy. Right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, while on that subject, do you know whether 
not David Schine was invited to be present at that luncheon 4 
Senator McCarruy. I am told that David Schine was invited. 

Mr. Jenkins. You are told by whom ? 

Senator McCartruy. I was told by either Mr. Carr or Mr. Cohn at 
the time, that Dave was invited to come. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do .you have any recollection of being told that 
Schine was invited by either the Secretary or Mr. Adams? 

Senator McCartrny. Well, I know when we got there, there was one 
vacant seat, and Mr. Stevens—I think it was Bob Stevens—mentioned 
the fact that he was sorry that Dave could not be there. I don’t recall 
too much about that. 

Mr. Jenkins. Getting back now to the conversation on that occa- 
sion, while we are talking about November 6, what, precisely, Senator, 
to the very best of your recollection, did the Secret: iry say or Mr. 
Adams say in his presence about your going after the Navy or the 
Air Force, if anything ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. Again, Mr.:Jenkins, I can’t give you the ver- 
batim language. They indicated they were unhappy about any con- 
centration on the Army. They indicated that they felt the Navy and 
the Air Corps were just as bad as the Army; that if there was infiltra- 
tion in the Army, there must be in the Navy and the Air Corps. 

As I recall, Mr. Adams—I heard Mr. Adams offer Mr. Cohn infor- 
mation with regard tothe Navy. Just what language he used, I don’t 
know. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, going back, you first met the Secretary on or 
about the 8th day of September, upon his return from the State of 
Montana. That is correct, as we understand it, He had read in a 


or 
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newspaper while visiting Montana that you were investigating some 
subversives inthe Army. I take it that he discussed that with you-——— 

Senator Munpr. The witness will have to answer audibly. You 
nodded your head and it is a little difficult to put that in the record. 

Senator McCarruy. You can’t hear that rattle, huh? 

Mr. Jenkins. I believe, first of all, he sent you a telegram; did he 
not? You recall getting a telegram from the Secretary ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. I recall getting a telegram from him indicated 
he was disturbed—I may be wrong in this—that he was disturbed 
about some news story that came from the Pentagon indicating he 
would not cooperate in the investigation. 

Mr. Jenkins. When he returned and you met him for the first time 
and had this conference did the Secretary of the Army then directly 
or by implication indicate to you that he wanted you to discontinue 
your investigation of the Army and of Fort Monmouth and allow him 
to proceed ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. No indication of that whatever ? 

Senator McCarruy. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. The next ‘meeting, as I recall, poe between you 
and the Secretary was at the Schine apartment in New York City on 
September 16. Do you recall that meeting? 

Senator McCartny. I recall that meeting. 

Mr. Jenkins. I will ask you whether or not on that occasion the 
Secretary indicated any displeasure or any desire—any displeasure 
over your inv estigation of subversives in the Army. 

Senator McCarruy. Not that I recall, at that meeting. 

Mr. Jenkins. Or any desire or indication that he wanted you to 
turn that work over to him and allow him to proceed without your 
assistance ? 

Senator McCarrny. I don’t recall any conversation along that 
line. I think the conversation there has some bearing upon this 
investigation. Could I briefly recite that, Mr. Jenkins? 

Mr. Jenkins. Youcertainly may, if you desire, Senator, at this time. 

Senator Mec arruy. At that time, there was the question of what 
Dave Schine would do when we went in the military, and while Dave 
was there and while Roy was there, I wanted to make my er very 
clear. So I told the Secretary that I thought it would be a great 
mistake if he were to give anything which would appear to be spec ial 
consideration to Mr. Schine. "I told him to lean over backward. That 
might have been unfair to Mr. Schine. I told him to lean over back- 
ward in handling the Schine case because if he did anything which 
might even remotely appear to be giving Schine some consideration, 
that the left-wing press that had been try ing to scream about investi- 
gating committees would blame him, blame the committee. Mr. 
Schine was there, agreed to that, and Mr. Cohn was there and made no 
objection either, 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, frankly I expect to ask you a little more 
about that later on, but I am now trying to ascertain just to what 
extent the Secretary of the Army and/or Mr. Adams attempted to 
block your investigation of subversives in the Army. 

Do you recall an executive session of your committee on or about 
September 21, Senator, in New York, which was attended by the Sec- 
retary of the ‘Army ? 
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Senator McCartruy. September 21? 

Mr. Jenkins. September 21. 

Senator McCarruy. You would have to identify that meeting. 

Mr. Jenkins. At which time there was a discussion about Gen- 
eral Partridge, and at which time perhaps he did testify or there was 
some discussion allegedly between you and the Secretary with respect 
to General Partridge. 

Senator McCarrny. Yes. That was the meeting at which General 
Partridge was called in executive session. 

Mr. Jenkins. Who was General Partridge and what position did 
he hold in the Pentagon ? 

Senator McCarruy. I don’t know his exact title. He was head 
of Army Intelligence. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. Now, you may tell about any discussion 
between you and the Secretary w ith respect to the head of the Intelli- 

gence in the Army, General Partridge. 

Senator McCarruy. Well, we had Mr. Partridge in that day, and 
the Secretary listened to the executive session testimony. We were 
questioning Mr. Partridge principally about Communist line litera- 
ture being used to indoctrinate the Intelligence officers, stuff that 
vould be 90 percent Communist line and then 10 percent mildly anti- 
Communist, the usual line so they could point to the anti-Communist 
material. We were questioning Partridge about what he knew about 
communism, ‘This is all a matter of record, but I will try to recite 
it as best I can. 

Mr. Jenkins. Have the proceedings of that meeting been tran- 
S ‘ribed ? 

Senator McCarruy. They have been transcribed. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, you may go ahead and tell just what occurred 
und what was said between you ‘and the Secretary. 

Senator McCarrny. At least, I think they are transcribed. First, 
let me give you the background of the meeting, just in 1 minute. 

Partridge, with Stevens present—and we always gave the Secre- 
tary the right to ask questions also—Partridge was asked about this 
particular literature produced by individuals with known Communist 
records, one of whom, I believe, had been cited or convicted. The 
head of Army Intelligence seemed to think that was unimportant; 
he said the material was all right, as I recall, so we then questioned 
lim as to what he knew about communism. He admitted he had never 
read Marx, Lenin, Engels, Stalin, any of the writers. 

Mr. Jenkins. You are talking about General Partridge? 

Senator McCarry. Partridge, yes. Then we had a book which 
was under the Secretary’s hand, a book written by a Communist or a 
Communist liner, I forgot the name of it, and I said to him, “Part- 
ridge, have you ever re: id any book on C ommunists, in order to better 
equip your self for this important job?” As I pointed out to him, 
I knew he didn’t ask for the assignment, he might have been a good 
combat soldier; he perhaps is; but I felt he was a square peg in a 
round hole. But I said, “Partridge, have you ever read any book deal- 
ing with communism ¢ And he said, “Yes; on the w ay back from 
overseas, I read such and such a book,” and the Secretary picked 
up the book and said something to the effect, “My god, this is the 
book he read.” It was one apparently written by a Communist 
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author. After that the question arose principally between Mr. Cohn 
and Mr. Stevens as to whether or not 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, pardon the interruption. 

Senator Syminaron. Excuse me. Senator, General Taylor is about 
ready to testify. He is the head of our great 8th Army in Korea. 
I will be back as soon as I can. 

Senator Munpr. Thank you. 

Senator McCarrny. Senator Symington, will you make that clear 
that is not Telford Taylor; that is the other Mr. Taylor? 

Senator Syminaton. You make it clear, Senator. 

Senator McCarrny. Okay. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, you were telling about General Fartridge’s 
testimony. 

Senator McCarrny. We had some conversations and it is rather 
difficult, Mr. Jenkins, to separate the conversations which I had 
with—— 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, you were telling about a book which hap- 
pened to be under the Secretary’s hand and I didn’t get what you 
said. 

Senator McCarrny. The Secretary picked it up and with a sense 
of humor, I thought, said something to the effect, “My god, here is 
the book he read to teach him about communism.” It was one of 
the books we were investigating, allegedly written by a Communist 
writer. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. Now, you may go ahead. 

Senator McCarruy. May I say it is difficult, Mr. Jenkins, to sepa- 
rate the conversations which I had with Mr. Jenkins—with Mr. 
Stevens about Mr. Partridge and what Mr. Cohn had and related 
to me, but in substance here was the conversation : 

Mr. Stevens felt, and I agreed with him, that if we were to put 
Mr. Partridge on public display, and show how incompetent he was 
for that particular job, head of cur Army Intelligence, and I think 
I can quote Bob Stevens verbatim, he said, “This would give great 
aid and comfort to the enemy.” 

We told Mr. Stevens that as long as he knew what the facts were, 
he seemed to be as much disturbed about Partridge’s lack of knowledge 
as we were, we told him we felt it would be unnecessary to call Mr. 
Partridge. However, we held a public hearing some time later—— 

Mr. Jenkins. Before getting to that, Senator, do you know 
whether or not the Secretary, Mr. Stevens, had appointed Partridge, 
General Partridge, as head of G-2 

Senator McCarruy. I don’t coos whether he did or not. 

Mr. Jenkins. At that time, that is, on September 21, in this 
executive session, did or not the Secretary request you not to have 
General Partridge testify in an open session ? 

Senator McCarry. He did. 

Mr. Jenkins. He did? 

Senator McCarruy. Right. 

Mr. Jenkins. For what reasons did he assign ? 

Senator McCarrny. He felt that it would be no benefit, that he 
had all the information, and that it would give the country lack of 
confidence in our Army Intelligence if they saw this man cross- 
examined in public the way he was in executive session, and as he 
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said, he felt it would give—I think he used the words “aid and comfort 
to the enemy.” 

Mr. Jenxins. Senator, while we are on the subject of General 
Partridge and before passing from him, do you know whether or 
not he was in the list of those who were given a permanent rank, 
which in a sense might be construed as a promotion ? 

Senator McCartny. Yes, he was. Partridge got the consideration 
which Lawton was refused, Lawton was on the same list. Lawton 
was passed over, Partridge got the consideration. 

May I say, Mr. Jenkins, lest this be construed as a criticism of 
Partridge, | know that a very good Army engineer, one of the best 
in the Army, might be assigned to Intelligence, completely incompe- 
tent there, no fault of his own. I know nothing about Partridge’s 
combat record. He may be an outstanding combat soldier for all 
I know, but certainly completely, abysmally incompetent as head of 
Army Intelligence. 

Mr. Jenkins. As you stated a moment ago, it is your theory that 
he was a square page ina round hole? 

Senator McCarruy. That is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you have an open session in New York City on 
the 28th day of September attended by General Partridge ? 

Senator McCarruy. That wasin Washington. 

Mr. Jenkins. I will ask you to tell the members of this committee 
what occurred at that time, Senator. 

Senator McCarrny. We heard a number of witnesses in regard to 
Communist-type literature being used for indoctrination purposes. 
| had talked to Mr. Cohn beforehand and told him that we would 
not require Partridge to be present in view of the fact that the Sec- 
retary said that he was making arrangements for a new assignment 
for him, and was as much shocked as we were by the testimony of 
Partridge. 

When we arrived for the hearing, I found Mr. Partridge and three 
of his aides sitting back here behind the witness chair. I turned to 
Mr. Cohn and I said, “I thought that they didn’t want Partridge to 
appear.” Hesaid, “I am sure they don’t.” 

So he called Secretary Stevens and reported back to me that Stevens 
said it was a mistake or snafu, or something like that, and asked that 
we not insist that he go on the stand. 

At the end of the hearings, I felt that I could not deny Partridge 
the right to take the stand if he wanted to, so at that time—again I 
um quoting from memory, but it all has been transcribed—I turned 
to Partridge and said, “Now, General, if you want to take the stand 
today, you can, but I would suggest that you study this testimony 
first and decide when you want to come back and testify.” 

He took the hint and decided he would study the testimony and 
come back later. 

Mr. Jenkins. As a consequence, he was never called before your 
committee thereafter ? 

Senator McCarruy. That is correct, and was removed as head of 
Army Intelligence. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, between that date, September 28, and the 
date of October 19, which is tied in in my mind with a press release 
or a proposed press release, was there anything of any consequence 
or significance said to you or to any member of your staff, to your 
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knowledge, by either the Secretary or his counselor, Mr. Adams, with 
respect to the halting or the calling off of your investigation of Com- 
munists and subversives in Fort Monmouth? I am covering now the 
dates between September 18 and October 19. 

Senator McCarruy. Let me check my dates here for a minute. 

Senator McCarthy conferring with Mr. Cohn.) 

Senator McCarruy. My chief counsel disagrees with me on this to 
some extent, but I recall that there was some, what you would call, 
mild needling back and forth between Mr. Adams, that is, from Mr. 
Adams to Mr. Cohn. He would suggest that the hearings should be 
called off, and they were ribbing each other that public hearings 
would go on from 1 week to 6 weeks. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, at the time, did you regard Mr. Adams as 
being serious in those suggestions or in that needling, as you recall it? 

Senator McCarrny. I think serious, but nothing improper. I think 
he just honestly felt that the hearings should be called off. He felt 
that they could do the job. 

Mr. Jenkins. Can vou recall anything specifically that Mr. Adams 
said in his needling of Mr. Cohn with respect to these investigations? 

Senator McCartruy. He would ask Mr. Cohn how long the hearings 
would take, and ask me how long they would take. We would give 
him an estimate, and he would tell us that he thought that was too 
long; that Mr. Cohn should be more efficient and be able to end this 
up in a day or two, that sort of thing, nothing of an unusual nature. 

Mr. Stevens had lunch with us a number of times before that Octo- 
her 19 date—again, the what I wonld call mild urging that the hear- 
ing should be terminated at the earliest possible date. 

Mr. Jenxtns. No feeling developed between you and the Secretary 
in that period, did there, Senator ? 

Senator McCarruy. No. We were getting along very well. 

Mr. Jenkins. You were getting along very well. You regarded 
it, then, I take it, Senator, as simply the wishes, the desires of a 
man in the position of the Secretary, to be allowed to do the job him- 
self out of a sense of pride, perhaps ? 

Senator McCarrny. Or let’s put it this way: The usual opposition 
which you find when you start to investigate any department. 

Mr. Jenkins. Nothing out of the ordinary, nothing extraordinary 
about it, to vour mind at the time? 

Senator McCarruy. Nothing extraordinary at that time. 

Mr. Jenkins. I want you to tell the committee about the occurrences 
of October 19 with respect to a proposed press release prepared, as I 
remember, by Mr. John G. Adams. 

Senator McCarrny. Before that, there had been a press release 
by the Secretary, you understand. No, I beg your pardon. My date 
is wrong. 

Mr. Jenxtns. As I recall, the Secretary’s press release was dated 
November 13. 

Senator McCartny. That is correct, the 13th of November. 

Mr. Cohn called me and told me that Mr. Adams had discussed a 
press release with him, a press release which we were to issue after 
the survey of the Fort Monmouth installations. I told Mr. Cohn that 
I would have no objection to issuing a press release if it stated the 
facts, and he could go ahead and work out a press release with Mr. 
Adams. 
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Mr. Cohn, either then or later, I forget which phone call, told me 
that the press release indicated that we would be calling off our hear- 
ings. I told him that we of course could not issue such a press re- 
lease. I believe the next conversation about the press release was 
in the airplane on the way up to Fort Monmouth. 

Mr. Jenkins. That would be October 20 ? 

Senator McCarruy. October 20. 

Mr. Jenkins. I want you to tell the members of the committee 
what that conversation was, if you will, please, sir? 

Senator McCartuy. Mr. Adams had a press release, and he is a 
pretty good salesman. He tried to convince me that I should issue 
that press release after the Fort Monmouth survey. 

I told him I eould not for two reasons: No. 1, that the release indi- 
cated we were calling off the hearings, and we of course were not. 

Mr. Jenxins. Did the release state that, Senator, that you were 
calling off the hearings? 

Senator McCartny. The release—I would have to read it—in so 
many words I interpreted it to state that. The language of the re- 
lease, for example—just a minute until I get it: 

I believe that our recent hearings have brought their names out and that 
from here forward the Army should be able to finish the job we have started. 

I interpreted that to mean, and I think the press would have inter- 
preted that as meaning, that the hearings were at an end. 

Then I gave him one other reason for not issuing it. It tells what 
we found at Fort Monmouth before we got there. 

Mr. Jenkins. Will you read that part of the release? 

Senator McCarrny. Yes. Keep in mind this is not my release. 
It is Mr. Adams’: 


I have been very favorably impressed by all that I have seen today at Fort 
Monmouth and also I have been very impressed— 


I think that is as far as we need go. 


I have been very favorably impressed by all that I have seen today at Fort 
Monmouth... 

Mr. Jenkins. In other words, those are the words you say that Mr. 
Adams was putting in your mouth for you to say before you ever got 
to Fort Monmouth ? 

Senator McCarrnuy. He didn’t put them in my mouth. He sug- 
gested them. 

Mr. Jenkins. As I understand, Senator, you are telling us that he 
tried to do it. 

Senator McCarruy. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. That was before you got to Fort Monmouth, of 
course ¢ 

Senator McCarruy. That is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. For those two reasons you say you refused to issue 
that press release. 

Senator McCarruy. That is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you regard that 

Senator McCarrny. And also I think I told Mr. Adams that it 
would be unusual for me to read a press release, that the press knew 
how I held a press conference and that it was extremely unusual for 
me to hand out mimeographed releases. I may do it on rare occasions, 
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but ordinarily I answer their questions, and that is the type of press 
conference that I have. 

I explained that to Mr. Adams. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you regard that effort of Mr. Adams to get you 
to issue such a release as indicative of his state of mind, to wit, that he 
wanted you to call off your investigation, discontinue your work at 
Fort Monmouth? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes, sil 

Mr. Jenkins. And turn it entirely over to the Army ? 

Senator McCarrny. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you regard that as a serious effort on his part 
to prevail upon you to do so! 

Senator McCarruy. Not seriously 

Mr. Jenkins. All right, Senator, we will put it this way—— 

Senator McCarrnuy. I knew it would have some effect. 

Mr. JENKINS. All right, Senator, I will put it this way: Not only 
judging by the context of the proposed press release, but in the light 
of all that had gone on before, your conversations with the Secretary 
and with Mr. Adams, and the conversations between Mr. Adams, par- 
ticularly, and Mr. Cohn, in the light of all the antecedents, we will 
say, did you regard that as a serious effort on the part of the Sec- 
retary’s counselor to get you to discontinue your investigation of Fort 
Monmouth ? 

Senator McCarruy. You and I may have different definitions of 
“serious.” I would say “not serious” because I paid no attention to it. 
He certainly was trying very hard—and there is nothing dishonorable 
about it, 1 don’t think—he was trying very hard to get us to quit 
investigating Communists in the Army. He always indicated, when 
he would do that, that they would do the job which we were doing. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, had you ever met him prior to this appoint- 
ment on or about October 1, 1953 

Senator McCartrny. I think 1 met him in Oregon during the 
Dewey-Stassen campaign, I believe. At least, I believe 1 met him 
sometime in the West at a meeting. 

Mr. Jenkins. I will ask you whether or not prior to October 19 
or 20, and indeed on the occasion of your first meeting or in the 
early meetings between you and Mr. Adams, he told you what his 
duties were that had been assigned to him by the Secretary of the 
Army ? 

Senator McCarrny. I don’t think he told me. Mr. Cohn told me 
what Adams had told him. 

Mr. Jenkins. What did Mr. Cohn tell you that Mr. Adams had 
told him ¢ 

Senator McCarruy. In effect that Mr. Adams was to be the con- 
tact man between the committee and the Pentagon. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was there ever anything said to you about whether 
or not it was one of the specifics of Mr. Adams’ assignment to some- 
what make peace with the McCarthy committee and get you away 
from Fort Monmouth ? 

Senator McCarrny. Not originally. As we went along, Mr. Cohn 
recounted to me various conversations he had had with Mr. Adams, 
in which Mr. Adams said—and I think I can quote Mr. Cohn verbatim 
on this—that this was a new job for him, and that we could make him 
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look good if we would taper off these hearings and shift to some 
other investigation. Something to that effect. 

Mr. Jenkins. What happened on the 20th of October, Senator, 
when you did arrive at Monmouth ? 

Senator McCarruy. Secretary Stevens and I went through the in- 
stallation. Senator Smith was there; Congressman Auchincloss—I 
guess that is the way you pronounce it—— 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, I want to know specifically what happened 
on that date with respect to this proposed press release, or any effort 
on the part of either the Secretary or Mr. Adams to get you to quit 
Fort Monmouth and leave it to the Army. 

Senator McCarrny. Yes; I will be glad to tell you that. When 
we came into lunch, I found a stack of press releases perhaps a foot 
high piled beside the table. 

Mr. Jenkins. As we understand it, they had been mimeographed ? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes: they had been mimeographed. John 
suggested that we hand them out to the press at the end of the day. 

Mr. Jenkins. When you say “John” do you mean John Adams? 

Senator McCarrny. John Adams. I told him that I would attempt 
to say everything complimentary I could, and that 1 would read over 
the press release, and that there were some things here about Stevens 
trying to do a good job, et cetera, that 1 would be glad to say those 
things, but that I couldn’t, in effect, say we are calling off the investi- 
vation. I told him also that I would look silly—I would look 
very silly if I were to hand out a mimeogr: ap hed re les ase pre pared by 
the military. Before lunch, I said I was going in to wash my hands, 
and John came in also, and I think Roy was there, as I recall. He 
again urged me to issue the press release. I told him I just couldn’t do 
it. And I suggested to him that they be destroyed because if some of 
them got into the hands of the press, and it became known that I re- 
fused to issue the release, it may have the opposite effect from what they 
hoped for. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was the press represented there that day, Senator ? 

Senator McCarruy. Not during the luncheon, and they were not 
allowed inside the gates. There were guards at all the gates. 

Mr. Jenkins. What did Mr. Adams say? You say he requested 
you or urged you to issue the release. Can you recall his words ¢ 

Senator McCartruy. No, I couldn't recall his words, except that—— 

Mr. Jenkins. To what extent was he insistent then, Senator ¢ 

Senator McCartuy. Well, John is too good a salesman to be in- 
sistent. He tried to be convincing. He told us that he thought the 
hearings had served their purpose, that they would proceed now, that 
Lawton had been alerted, had been given orders. He mentioned also 
that prior to your investigation, commanding officers could not suspend 
individuals suspected of communism, that that had been changed, 
that they could now, and suggested that if we would not call off the 
hearings at least we take a 60- or 90-day vacation, I forget which he 
said, and let them go about it. 

There was nothing vicious at all. It was just a good attempt to 
convince me that the hearings should not be continued. 

Mr. Jenkins. Between October 20 and November 13, the day of 
the Secretary’s release, were there any events or conversations, 
Senator, that you know about, either of your own knowledge or as a 
result of your conversations with members of your staff—— 
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Senator McCartuy. Would you give me those two dates again, Mr. 
Jenkins? 

Mr. Jenkins. October 20, at Fort Monmouth, and November 13, the 
date or the actual date of the Secretary’s release, a period of some 25 
days. 

Senator McCartuy. Yes. There was a meeting on November 6. 

Mr. Jenkins. That is the meeting at the Pentagon as we under- 
stand it ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. Yes. That is the only thing that I can think 
of now. Then on November 13 there was the—— 

Mr. Jenxins. November 6, Senator; now I think we have fully ex 
plored the events of that occasion, have we not ? 

Senator McCartny. I think we have. 

Mr. Jenkins. At which time you say a suggestion was made by 
both the Secretary and Mr. Adams that some investigation be m: ule 
of the Navy and the Air Force? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, before we leave that date—— 

Senator McCartruy. I perhaps should tell you this, Mr. Jenkins. 
It will I think explain the monitored phone calls. I told the Secre- 
tary that we would not call off any investigation where we knew Com- 
munists were in existence. I told him we would keep him fully 
informed through Mr. Adams, give him copies of the transcripts. 
I did tell him this: I told him that we were at that time conducting 
a very intensive investigation of Communists in the defense plants, 
that we considered that of great importance. I told him that I could 
see no objection, if he thought it would take the spotlight off him 
and off the Army, that we would hold the hearings concurrently 
because we were all set to hold the hearings on defense plants 
anyway. 

That seemed to meet with his approval. He felt that by—and I 
think somebody mentioned that the Navy was responsible— 

Mr. Jenkins. Whose approval? The Secretary’s, Mr. Adams, or 
both ? 

Senator McCarruy. Both, I gather. 

Mr. Jenkins. What did they say, Senator, when you made that 
suggestion or that statement ? 

Senator McCarruy. I couldn’t recall the exact words, but they 
seemed to feel that next to calling off the hearings, that that would 
help to take the spotlight off of them. One of them, I think it was 
Mr. Adams, mentioned that the Navy, he thought, was responsible for 
security in some of the defense plants we were going into. At that 
time, Mr. Cohn—I asked Mr. Cohn to give a complete rundown of the 

proposed hearings, the evidence we had. He did that again after 
Matt Ridgway, Mr. 'Trewitt, and General—who was the other guy— 
and Mudgett, General Mudgett came into the room. Roy again gave 
a rundown of what we had. I may say, Mr. Jenkins, just so there can 
be no question about this—I emphasized very, very clearly to Mr. 
Adams and Mr. Stevens it would be a waste of time for them to ask us 
to call off any hearing of Communists. I told them, and I recall my 
language, I said that 1 campaigned against members of the opposite 
party because I felt they whitewashed things that were improper in 
their party, and I said that is in effect what you are asking me to do 
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now, and I said | just can’t do it. I won't do it, and it is a waste of 
time to discuss it. 

There wasn’t too much discussion after that. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was that statement you have just related made in 
consequence of their suggestions that you go after subversives in de- 
fense plants or in the Army—in the Navy or Air Force? 

Senator McCarruy. They didn’t suggest I go after subversives in 
defense plants. I informed them about that hearing and told them 
that the hearings were all set to go, and that it would not in any way 
damage either hearing if we held the hearings concurrently, and that 
that might take the spotlight off Stevens and the Army. 

They indicated that as long as they could not get the hearings of the 
Communists in the Army called off, that that was satisfactory. That 
is indicated by the monitored phone call, you will note, the next morn- 
ing when I called Mr. Stevens and said “Were you satisfied with the 
arrangement we worked out yesterday, Bob?” or something to that 
effect. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, you say that at that meeting a suggestion 
was made that you go after the Navy and the Air Force, is that right ¢ 

Senator McCarruy. That is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you recall either you or a member of your staff 
stating that you had no evidence of Communists or subversives in 
either of those two branches of the milit: ary ¢ 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Cohn made that statement. 

Mr. Jenkins. In consequence of Mr. Cohn’s statement that they had 
no evidence of Communists or subversives in the Navy or Air Force, 
what, if anything, did either the Secretary or Mr. Adams say ? 

Senator McCarrny. Again, don’t expect me to remember the exact 
language, but something to the effect that if there was infiltration in 
the Army, there certainly was in the other branches, and I think 
Adams said he knew there was a lot of dirt in the Navy also. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you recall what was said? 

Senator McCartny. As I recall—and I am not sure about this—as I 
recall, I think he said something about giving Roy information about 
certain naval installations. I do recall definitely the statement that 
if there was infiltration in the Army, certainly in the other branches— 
that certainly there was as much dirt there as in the Army, and that 
we should not concentrate on the Army. As I say, Roy told them 
that we had nothing which would justify an investigation. 

Besides, it took long, weary months and many investigtors to get 
an investigation to the point of a public hearing. 

Mr. Jenxins. Senator, I ask you at this time to tell the members 
of this subcommittee about a certain press release issued by the Secre- 
tary of the Army on November 13. 

Senator McCarrny. It was not a press release. He had a press con- 
ference, and in that conference, while I can’t quote him varbatim, mn 
interpretation was that he said that there was no current espionage a 
Fort Monmouth. 

Mr. Jenkins. When and where did you first learn of that press 
conference ¢ 

Senator McCarruy. I believe he said no espionage at Fort Mon- 
mouth. 

Mr. Jenkins. When and where did you first learn of that press 
conference, Senator ? 
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Senator McCarruy. I believe it was in New York. I picked up one 
of the New York papers. 

Mr. Jenkins. What happened as a result of that press conference, 
in which I believe you quote the Secretary as saying that there was no 
current espionage at Fort Monmouth ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. First let me correct twothings. I think he said 
there was no espionage. I don’t think he said “current.” 

My chief counsel tells me that he thinks 1 was not in New York; that 
I was up some place in New England. Where was it, Boston ? 

I believe I “ as giving a speech up in Maine, up in Bangor, Maine, 
I believe. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. 

Now, as we understand it, Senator, the holding of that press con- 
ference started a chain of events in motion that might be relevant to 
the issues in this controversy, and I want you to tell what occurred. 

Senator McCarrny. No, I wouldn’t say that started any chain of 
events. What happened, Mr. Stevens came over to New York. He 
told me that he had been holding this press conference in which I 
believe he said some 265 questions were asked. He said if you read 
the entire transcript of the press conference, all the questions and 
answers, that it would not be construed as an attack upon the com- 
mittee, but he said that certain questions were picked out of context 
and he felt that an unfair picture of the conference was created. He 
said that—I can recall his language on this—he said that “First when 
they asked me whether or not there was espionage at Fort Monmouth, 
if I said ‘Yes’ the next question would be ‘Why don’t you have the 
Attorney General prosecute?’ ’ 

He said, “I know what the situation is up there. I know it is a 
dangerous situation. I have been following it.” 

We went over to the Merchants Club, I believe, and had lunch, 
and after that Mr. Stevens made a statement to the press. In sub- 
stance it was that what he meant to say was that the Army had de- 
veloped no evidence of—and I think he used the word—“current” 
espionage; that he would not speak for the committee on whether 
or not espionage had been developed. 

Mr. Jenkins. Is that the November 17 lunch in New York, Sen- 
ator? 

Senator McCartrny. That was the November 17, yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did the Secretary change, certainly to some extent, 
the context of the two press releases or conferences? 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Jenkins, the story was changed. I think 
the Secretary tried to create the impression at both times—keep in 
mind that the Secretary of the Army is a new man, not used to Wash- 
ington press correspondents, not used to Washington politics, not 
aware of the fact, I think, that certain correspondents would try and 
needle him into a statement which could be construed as a fight between 
the Secretary of the Army and the McCarthy committee, because u 
to that point we were having perfect cooperation. I don’t think it 
was a case of his changing what he meant to say. The stories that 
appeared were different, yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. Up to that time were the relations between you and 
the Secretary and Mr. Adams pleasant? 

Senator McCarruy. Very sienennt. 

Mr. Jenkins. Where did you go from New York on November 17? 
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Senator McCarruy. To Fort Monmouth. I beg your pardon. To 
Fort Dix. 

Mr. Jenkins. I believe by plane? 

Senator McCarrny. By a plane. 

Mr. Jenxins. Who was in that party, Senator? 

Senator McCarruy. Let’s see. There was the Secretary, there was 
Mr. Adams I believe, there was Mr. Cohn, Mr. Carr, I was along, the 
pilots, of course, Jim Juliana—Jim was with us? Mrs. McCarthy was 
along. Jim was not along. I think that is all. , 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you recall whether or not Dave Schine was at 
the airfield when that plane landed ? 

Senator McCarruy. He was. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, tell the members of this subcommittee what 
you know about a photograph being taken on that occasion, in which 
photograph the Secretary, Dave Schine, I believe a Colonel Bradley— 
am I right about that ? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. And perhaps somebody else. What do you know 
about that photograph, Senator, and particularly at whose instance 
such photograph was taken ? 

Senator McCarrnuy. The thing that impressed me was that the com- 
manding officer held Dave’s coat while the photograph was being 
taken. 

Mr. Jenkins. Who was the commanding officer ? 

Senator McCarrny. I don’t recall, but I asked who was holding 
the coat and somebody said that is the commanding officer. Bradley 
I believe was the commanding officer of the area, but it wasn’t Bradley 
who held the coat. 

Mr. Jenkins. Dave Schine then of course was a private in the 
Army and stationed at Fort Dix? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. Having been inducted on the third day of November. 

Senator McCartny. Let me give you the background of this. As I 
recall, Dave had a couple of coats along and he changed them. Wasn’t 
it a colonel who held his coat ? 

(Senator McCarthy and Mr. Cohn conferring.) 

Senator McCarruy. In any event, as I say I was sort of impressed— 
not impressed, I was amused to find a colonel holding a private’s coat. 
That isn’t the way we did things in the Marine Corps. ‘The Secretary 
was in a hurry. ‘There were photog: iphers there. The Secretary 
said, “Dave, come over here.” I am not sure whether he called 
Bradley over also, or not, or whether Bradley was standing there. 
And the picture was taken. When the picture was taken—I believe a 
number of pictures were taken. ‘They posed for a number of pictures, 
The Secretary was kind enough to let us have his plane to come back 
to Washington or to go to our next—no, I think we were going to 
Boston to a hearing the next morning, and he took a smaller plane 
back to Washington. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you see this photograph taken, Senator? 

Senator McCarrny. Yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. You say that the Secretary of the Army said to Dave 
Schine, “Dave, come over here” ¢ 
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Senator McCartny. It was something to that effect. Either “Dave, 
come over here,” “Dave, I want a picture,” or “Come here, Dave,’ 
or something like that. 

Mr. Jenkins. Is that when the photograph was taken? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes. Then they posed beside the plane and the 
pictures were taken. There were a number of them taken. 

Mr. Jenxins. Were there a number of other people there, Senator, 
besides members of your party who had flown down in that plane? 

Senator McCarruy. General Ryan was there. There were, per- 
haps, a half dozen or a dozen enlisted men. ‘There was another colonel. 
] think there were several officers. There was a captain whom I met, 
a lieutenant— it made no impression on me. I know I met a number 
of officers at the time. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you know why the Secretary signaled Dave Schine 
out and said in effect, “Dave, come over here,” just prior to the taking 
of that phohograph or when the photographs were being taken ? 

Senator McCarruy. No, except I think the Secretary is a good 
natured individual. He perhaps wanted to make Dave feel good. 
I don’t know. It is quite an event for a private to have his picture 
taken between the commanding officer of the entire area and the 
Secretary of the Army. I know Dave considered it quite an event. 

Mr. JenKins. Senator, when did you hold your first open hearing 
on Communists or subversives at Fort Monmouth ? 

Senator McCartuy. Again, I have got to consult my notes to get 
exact dates. It was November 

Mr. Jenxrns. I will ask you whether or not it was November 24? 

Senator McCartruy. November 24 is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. Where were those hearings held ? 

Senator McCarrny. May I make it clear, Mr. Jenkins, that we held 
hearings on the Signal Corps before November 24, and Fort Mon- 
mouth is merely a part of the Signal Corps. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. But did you have an open hearing on 
November 24? 

Senator McCartuy. On November 24, we had an open hearing on 
Fort meee 

Mr. Jenxins. Where was that held? 

Senator MoC ArTHY. That was held in New York City. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you recall whether or not Mr. Adams was present 
at that open hearing? 

Senator McCarruy. I am rei isonably certain he was. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you recall whether or not the Secretary of the 
Army was present? 

Senator McCartuy. No, the Secretary was not present as I recall. 
1 think Mr. Adams came in the afternoon. General Lawton as I 
recall was present. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, I want you to tell the members of the com- 
mittee whether or not Mr. Adams on that d: ay and at that place had 
any conversations with you with respect to General Lawton, and any 
particular plans that the Secretary of the Army had made with 
respect to General Lawton. 

Senator McCartrny. Let me just get my dates straight again. You 
see, we were holding hearings every day and it is hard for me to say 
what happened on November 24. 
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Mr. Jenkins. November 24, in New York. 

Senator McCarruy. May I just check and see when Lawton first 
testified ? 

Mr. Jenkins. Of course. You may confer with your counsel. 

Senator McCarruy. This was a meeting about a week after Lawton 
had testified. Lawton testified in October, didn’t he? I am just 
trying to get my dates straight here, Mr. Jenkins. This is the date 
my counsel tells me that we read the Greenglass testimony, the testi- 
mony that was taken down at the Federal penitentiary at Lewisburg. 
1 know that on that date Mr. Adams discussed in considerable detail 
the possibility of relieving General Lawton. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, Senator McCarthy, the members of the com- 
mittee may regard that as a very important event, and I am going 
to ask you, insofar as you possibly can, to relate in detail what that 
conversation was and particularly what Mr. Adams said about the 
relieving of General Lawton, and why such a plan had been formu- 
lated. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Adams told me they were thinking of 
relieving him. ‘The reason he gave was not that he had cooperated 
with the committee. He didn’t give us that reason. He told us that 
Mr. Lawton had told some of the officers, I don’t think he even said 
at a staff meeting, that most of the Communists that we were digging 
out came from certain universities. I pointed out to Mr. Adams I 
thought that was rather phony, that you didn’t relieve an officer be- 
cause he pointed out the school background of Communists. 

Mr. Jenkins. What did you think ? 

Senator McCarruy. Exactly what I told him, that they were re- 
lieving him because he was cooperating with us. 

Mr. Jenkins. Because he was cooperating with your committee? 

Senator McCartny. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. What was Mr. Adams’ reply to that? I want the 
full context of the conversation, Senator, if we can possibly get it. 

Senator McCarvuy. He denied it, and said that had nothing to do 
with it. 

Mr. Jenkins. Is that the first time that Mr. Adams had ever dis- 
cussed General Lawton with you, insofar as relieving him of his 
command was concerned ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. I believe—I think that was the first time. Yes, 
I am reasonably certain that was the first time. 

Mr. Jenkins. What else was said on that occasion particularly with 
respect to General Lawton, Senator ? 

Senator McCarrnuy. That was about all. They wanted to know 
what my reaction would be if Lawton were removed, sent to a dif- 
ferent post. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you know why they were asking you what your 
reaction would be if General Lawton were removed from his post ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. 1 think they knew that we felt very strongly 
that there should not be any reprisal taken against any witness who 
testified before our committee. 

Mr. Jenkins. What had been General Lawton’s attitude up to that 
time and subsequent thereto with respect to cooperating with your 


committee in the digging out of subversives or Communists in the 
Army ? 
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Senator McCarrny. Originally, I think the first trip that the in- 
vestigators made to Fort Monmouth, he refused to give them 
very much information. Then, Secretary Stevens called General 
Lawton—— 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you know why he did? 

Senator McCartuy. On orders, apparently. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. 

Senator McCartuy. And then Jenner—Secretary Stevens called 
him. From that time onward, Lawton’s cooperation was full, com- 
plete, 100 percent. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, you said that is about all, as far as you can 
recall, that Mr. Adams said on the 24th of November. I will ask you 
whether or not on the 25th of November Mr. Adams called you long 
distance from Washington with respect to General Lawton ? 

Senator McCarruy. I don’t think he called me long distance. I 
believe Mr. Adams was in New York at that time. He called me. 
Again, don’t tie me down to dates, but I think it was the 25th that he 
called in regard to Lawton. The conversation was essentially the 
same, 

Mr. Jenkins. What did he say in that telephone call, Senator ¢ 

Senator McCartruy. Again, just about what he said the day before, 
that they felt they had to remove Lawton, that it was affecting the 
morale, he said, because Lawton had made these statements about 
the Communists we were digging out coming from certain universi- 
ties, and wanted to know what I would do if they decided to break 
Lawton. 

Mr. Jenkins. Well, Senator, you certainly had nothing to do with 
the promotion or demotion of Lawton, did you? 

Senator McCarruy. Not personally. I think that he didn’t get a 
promotion because he worked with the committee. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did he in fact fail to get a promotion ? 

Senator McCarrny. That is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you feel, Senator, that certain reprisals were 
being taken against the general on account of his cooperation with 
your committee ? 

Senator McCarrny. Without question. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you so tell Mr. Adams? 

Senator oe rHy. I did. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you ever talk to the Secretary on this subject that 
we are now dies ussing ? 

Senator McCarrny. I talked to the Secretary about this over in 
the Carroll Arms at one time. I don’t recall the date. 

Mr. Jenkins. I believe you have heretofore testified and it has 
heretofore been put in the record that General Lawton was not pro- 
moted or not given a permanent rank. 

Senator McCartuy. That is right. He was passed over. 

Mr. Jenxrns. In failing to get the permanent rank, as we under- 
stand it, an officer stays in the Army some 2 or 3 years less than does 
one who is given a permanent rank; is that correct ? 

Senator McCarrny. He stays in less. I don’t know how many 
years. I was under the impression it was 5 years. I might be wrong. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Senator, did you hear Mr. Adams on his cross- 
examination in an open hearing here in this room, state that General 
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Lawton was correct when Lawton gave a written statement, dictated 
by General Lawton to Captain Corr, to this effect: That John Adams, 
counselor to the Secretary, called General Lawton and asked him by 
phone and stated over the telephone, “I hope you can see your way 
clear to withdraw certain cases which you have recommended for 
removal as bad security risks,” and that to that request on the part 
of Mr. Adams, Lawton replied that he would not, and further replied, 
“Let the Secretary take the responsibility.” Did you hear Mr. Adams 
state here under oath that this was and is correct ? 

Senator McCarruy. I heard his testimony, and it was to that effect, 
as I recall. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was General Lawton ever removed from his com- 
mand at Fort Monmouth ? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes and no. General Lawton is still techni- 
cally in command, but I understand that for the last 4 or 5 months 
he is not in a position to give a single order; he is merely a figurehead. 
In fact, Mr. Jenkins, he has been—the last time 1 heard about him, 
he was in the very unusual position of being on sick leave from a 
hospital. It is rather an unheard of situation to be on sick leave 
from a hospital. 

So, as far as I know, Mr. Lawton, while he is still technically in 
comm: and, to all intents and purposes he has been removed completely. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you recall the Secretary’s testimony here at these 
hearings to the effect, in substance, that General Lawton was one 
of his great or outstanding generals of the Army ? 

Senator McCartuy. I recall that, and I would agree with that. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, what if anything, do you know about an 
incident of December 9, at which time it is alleged that Mr. Adams 
drew an improvised map of the United States divided into some 
nine different areas ? 

Senator McCarruy. I have no personal knowledge of that except 
that Mr. Cohn told me about the—— 

Mr. Jenkins. What did Mr. Cohn tell you occurred at that time? 

Senator McCarruy. Practically the same as he testified to here 
under oath. 

Mr. Jenkins. What was that, Senator, in substance ? 

Senator McCarrny. Namely, that Adams drew a map in, I believe, 
nine sections, I think it was, and asked Roy if he would tell him in 
what section we would have our next investigation into anything hav- 
ing to do with the Army; and if he would do that, Adams would give 
him information in that particular section on, as I recall, the Navy, 
or the Air Corps, something to that effect. 

Mr. Jenkins. Particularly with respect to homosexuals? 

Senator McCartruy. That is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. When did Mr. Cohn—— 

Senator McCartrny. May I say in that connection, as I understood 
Mr. Adams, he said that the charges about homosexuals, in the 
Army , that is, had proven false, or something to that effect. 

Mr. Jenkins. He testified to that here on the witness stand? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes. The best of our knowledge is that one 
of those individuals—is it a captain ? 

Mr. Carr. Major. 

Senator McCarruy. A major, is now in jail as a result of that 
Investigation, 
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Mr. Jenkins. Do you recall—— 

Senator McCarrny. I assume Mr. Adams is fair. I am sure he 
didn’t purposely deceive the committee. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you recall when Mr. Cohn related that conver- 
sation between himself and Mr. Adams? The date it allegedly 
occurred, to wit, December 9? Was it on that date? Was it a day 
or so thereafter? Was it weeks thereafter? 

Senator McCarruy. I frankly wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Jenkins, Senator, your next allegation in your answer or 
eadings 1s that Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams sought to prevent your 
Salamis before your committee members of the loyalty board for 
examinations. 

Senator McCarrny. That is correct, 

Mr. Jenkins. Without going into detail, Senator McCarthy, I 
believe the record shows that, subsequent to your assumption of the 
duties of the chairman of this committee, you investigated the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office with respect to Communists and subversives; 
is that correct ? 

Senator McCarrny. That is correct, 

Mr. Jenkins. Did that or not result in the suspension of a number 
of employees in the Government Printing Office ¢ 

Senator McCarruy. That did. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you recall about how many ? 

Senator McCarruy. As I recall, it was 13, U think. I have to take 
that by hearsay. 

Mr. Jenkins. In the course of that investigation, did you subpena 
and bring before your committee the members of that loyalty board ’ 

Senator McCarriy. I did. 

Mr. Jenkins. Which passed on those particular individuals that 
were suspended ¢ 

Senator McCartuy. We did. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you encounter any opposition in bringing before 
your committee the members of that loyalty board ? 

Senator McCarruy. None whatsoever, and Mr. Blattenberger, the 
head of the Printing Office, told us that he wanted us to expose any- 
thing by way of communism or wrongdoing in the Printing Office, and 
he would take action. 

We discussed the fact that we had the power of subpena, and he did 
not have that power, and that, therefore, working together, we could 
be of great service to him. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, I believe the Secretary of the Army has 
ro power of subpena. 

Senator McCarruy. That is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you know of any Presidential directive in exist- 
ence at the time that would prevent your bringing before you mem- 
bers of a loyalty board, either in the Army, the Printing Office, or 
any other department of the Government ? 

Senator McCarruy. I don’t know of any directive that would pre- 
vent their coming before the board. I think, under the old Truman 
directive, there is certain evidence they could not give once they are 
before the committee. I may say, Mr. Jenkins, I take the position 
that there is no one except the President who can refuse a subpena. 
Once they are before the committee, if they are asked questions the 
answers to which might violate any valid regulation or any law or 








2474 SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 


the security of the Nation, then they can refuse to answer, but they 
cannot refuse to appear. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you know of any law that prohibits the subpena- 
ing and bringing before your committee of a member of a loyalty 
board ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. No. In fact, may I say, Mr. Chairman, I do 
know a law, however, which was passed at a time when there was 
also a dispute. This was sponsored, incidentally, I believe, by Bob 
La Follette, Sr., of Wisconsin, in 1912. As far as I know, this is still 
in existence. It provides that: 

The right of persons employed in the civil service of the United States, either 
individually or collectively, to petition Cougress or an, Member thereof or to 
furnish information to either House of Congress, or to any committee or mem- 
ber thereof, shall not be denied or interfered with. 

That, Mr. Jenkins, as far as I know, is the law of the land, and I 
don’t think that can be nullified by any Presidential directive. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was it then and is it now your position that under 
that law you had a legal right to subpena and bring before your 
committee a member of the loyalty board ? 

Senator McCarruy. Absolutely. 

Mr. Jenkins. I will ask you whether or not on or about December 
16, you first discussed with Mr. Adams or advised Mr. Adams that 
you were going to have brought before your committee members of 
the loyalty board who had passed upon these Communists or sub- 
versives whose suspension had been brought about. 

Senator McCartiy. No; Mr. Jenkins, may I say that I don’t recall 
the first day I discussed it with him, but I publicly stated, and it is 
in the record, time after time, beginning early in my—counsel hands 
me some of the dates now where the papers quoted me as asking me 
the same question—as I started to say, time after time, Mr. Jenkins, 
I have stated that while I felt it was extremely important to dig out 
the individual Communists, that I felt it was 10 times more important 
to get the individuals before the committee who were responsible for 
their being in positions where they could damage the Nation. 

As I said, just to have a counter and watch them go out doesn’t do 
much good. You have got to get at the source of it and find out why 
they are in Government, who gets them in there. 

That has been public information. 

Now, Mr. Carr has just handed me a note here to the effect that the 
various papers, first on September 2, again on September 3, September 
4, September 9, September 17, October 31, December 15—that there 
were news stories to the effect that I was demanding that ultimately 
we would have to get the old Truman Board before us. 

May I make it clear, Mr, Jenkins, that that Board is no longer in 
existence as a board. It has been abolished as a board. However, 
as far as we know, they are still working in the Pentagon. Whether 
tney are working on secret, top secret, other classified material, we 
have no way of knowing. 

Mr. Jenkins. Who, Senator, may I ask, appoints the members of 
the loyalty board ? 

Senator McCarriy. The Secretary of the Army, I believe. I think 
they call it the screening board. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you recall a meeting on December 17 at which 
Mr. Adams was present, and at which you had a discussion with 
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respect to bringing the members of the loyalty board before your 
committee for examination ? 

Senator McCarruy. December 17, I believe, is according to my 
notes here the date of the car ride. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Precisely what I was going tosay. To pinpoint that 
event, it was the day of that automobile ride. 

Senator McCartuy. In the forenoon, over in the courthouse at 
Foley Square, I may well have mentioned to Adams that we would 
have to have the board present. 

May I just take 30 seconds to give you the background of this? 
As we proceeded with this investigation, Mr. Jenkins, we discovered 
that prior to our investigation some 35 individuals had been suspended 
at Fort Monmouth. Then when the First Army Loyalty Board, they 
first have to go through the First Army Loyalty Board, and those 
85 had been found unfit by the First Army Loyalty Board, found 
dangerous in the radar Jaboratory. Then they appealed to the old 
Truman Screening Board, which incidentally, was disbanded during 
our hearings, and that all except 2, that 33 were sent back to the 
secret radar laboratory. 

And when we got that information, from that time onward, I 
became more and more insistent to Mr. Adams that we have before 
us the loyalty board. We had heard rumors that there was graft and 
corruption involved. 

In fact, one of the members on the board had a Communist-front 
record himself. 

Now, you asked me about the 17th. On the 17th I may have dis- 
cussed that in the morning at Foley Square. I did it almost every 
day. But the conversation you have reference to is the conversation 
over at Gasner’s Restaurant, I believe. That was about General Law- 
ton, about the breaking of General Lawton. The day before that, 
Mr. Adams brought that matter up. Mr. Cohn and Mr. Carr were 
not in town. I called my office, not for that purpose alone but just 
to make sure that it would not be forgotten, because I was leaving 
the next day. I dictated a memorandum on the Lawton matter and 
it was brought up the next noon and we discussed it in great detail, 
may I say, and with considerable vigor on the part of some of the 
participants. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was there an animated discussion between Mr. Cohn 
and Mr. Adams on December 17 with respect to General Lawton ? 

Senator McCarruy. That is putting it mildly. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Did that discussion continue, Senator, while Mr. 
Adams was being ridden or driven in an automobile by Mr. Cohn 
to the railroad station ? 

Senator McCartuy. Yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. Isthat what that hassle was about, Senator ? 

Senator McCarrny. That was. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Was it about any other subject, any other subject 
intertwined or integrated with that subject ? 

Senator McCarrny. As I recall, Mr. Jenkins, that was the only 
subject. 

Now, there might have been other subjects brought up incidentally, 
but that was the topic of conversation. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. Now, getting back to the members of the 
loyalty board and your difficulties with Mr. Adams with respect to 
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that, I want you to take that up, Senator, where we left off. That 
would be in January, would it not? 

Senator McCarrny. It started long before that 

Mr. Jenkins. That is, there were announcements long before that, 
that you would ultimately bring before your committee members of 
the loyalty board for examination ? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes, and I had been telling Mr. Adams con- 
stantly that he would have to arrange to have that screening board, 
that loyalty board, before us. The matter reached a semihead, I would 
say, whe n Bob Stevens called me and asked me to meet him over at 
the Carroll Arms Hotel, and said he was leaving to go to the Far East. 

Mr. JENKINS. een here is what I would like to ask you to do, 
and I think it would be a time-saving device. That is to take up 
chronologically any difficulties that you encountered with either Mr. 
Adams or Mr. Stevens with respect to bringing before your com- 
mittee members of the loyalty board. 

Senator McCarruy. Well, I will be glad to. It was something that 
is like little ‘Topsy, it grew. Westarted out, I think, on the 31st, when 
we had the security guard before us over in New York. I believe that 
is the first time I mentioned we would want the loyalty board. Each 
time I would bring that up, Mr. Adams would object to it. He would 
say that they are not entitled to come, or something to that effect, 
under the Presidential directive; that they couldn't testify. 

I told him that it had not merely to do with their handling of 
loyalty cases, it had to do with their own personal backgrounds, with 
allegations of dishonesty. I wonder if somebody could get me that 
transcript? Dishonesty. That reached its peak, 1 would say, on the 
20th or 21st of January, at which time some of the Republican Sena- 
tors called me and told me that Mr. Adams had been contacting them, 
and claiming improper conduct on the part of Mr. Cohn. 

At that time, they had not thought up any charges against Mr. Carr. 
That apparently was an afterthought. At that time, they had not 
thought up the charges against me. Their principal target then was 
Mr. Cohn. 

For the benefit of the committee, could I just read one paragraph 
from the transcript ? 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, prior to that, prior to January 20 or 21, 
state whether or not on January 19, 1 or 2 days prior to the events 
about which you are now talking, January 19, Mr. Adams came before 
your committee as a result of your request for him to be there with 
members of the loyalty board and that the members of the loyalty 
board were not with him. 

Senator McCarrny. I believe that was the day. 

Mr. Jenkins. What conversation ensued between you and Mr. 
Adams on January 19, when he showed up before the loyalty board— 
before your committee without members of the loyalty board being 
with | him ? 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Jenkins, I had so many conversations with 
him it is hard to pin down any date, but let me give you as best I can 
remember. It was the usual explanation to him that he would have to 
produce the members of the loyalty board. 1 have the record of that 
proceeding here, I believe—yes, I have the record of that here, sir, 
so rather than rely upon my memory—— 

Mr. Jenxins. Are you talking about the January 19 meeting? 
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Senator McCarrny. January 19. 


I said: 


At this point I would like to make clear that we are calling the members of 
the loyalty board not only to discuss with them why they have cleared people 
who are obviously Communists, but we are also interested in matters of graft, 
ileged graft and corruption and misconduct on the part of the individual mem 
bers of the board, having nothing to do with their official duties 

It is the same with General Reichelderfer, It does not merely concern loyalty 
board procedures but it has to do with many other things over which this com 
mittee not only bas the jurisdiction but a duty to investigate. 

That, I think, gives the complete picture of what I said to him at 
that time. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you recall putting a deadline upon his bringing 
before your committee members of the loyalty board, to wit, Jan- 
lary 22% 

Senator McCarrny. I think that I fully agreed to wait until Bob 
Stevens came back. I am not sure about that. Do you remember, 
Roy ? 

I believe I did give him a deadline. Mr. Cohn says that he recalls 
T said he had to have them in by Friday. I think ultimately I agreed, 
as I recall, Mr. Jenkins, to hold this up until Bob Stevens got back. 
That is my best recollection. 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes, Senator, but now I am talking about your 
meeting with him on the 19th. , 

Senator McCartruy. Apparently on that day—if you will just let 
me glance through this record, I can tell you. I am sorry, Mr. 
Jenkins. 

Here is what I said, Mr. Chairman, at page 2 of the record: 

And then if John feels that the Department of the Army cannot do the same 
as the other departments have done, namely, to order their people up here, then 
Friday have your subpenas served, 

Then there is some discussion, about how many we wanted. We 
finally cut the number down to five so we would not keep them waiting. 
We agreed to have 2 in the morning and 2 in the afternoon, and to 
have the rest of them the following Tuesday. So there was a deadline. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, was it between that date, the 19th of Jan- 
uary and the deadline of Friday, which would be, as I understand it, 
the 22d—and if I am wrong you will correct me—that Mr. Adams 
went to certain members of this committee now sitting in judgment 
on this case ? 

Senator McCartruy. That is what I have heard here. 

Mr. Jenkins. You heard their testimony given in court here? 

Senator McCartrny. Yes; not only to members of this subcom- 
mittee, but we find now there was a meeting in the Justice Department 
with certain White House aides and the Attorney General and the 
Assistant Attorney General present also. 

Mr. Jenkins. That meeting being on January 21, as I recall. 

Senator McCartriy. January 21, I understand. 

Mr. Jenkins. The events of that meeting not being available by 
reason of a Presidential directive ? 

Senator McCarrny. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. I certainly mean by that question no criticism of the 
directive as far as I am concerned. 

Senator McCarruy, 1 may say | very frankly criticize it. 
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Mr. Jenkins. Senator, on the night of January 22 did you have a 
meeting with Mr. Adams? 

Senator McCarruy. I did. 

Mr. Jenkins. I believe that was in your apartment or at your 
residence ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. That was in my apartment. 

Mr. Jenxins. I will ask you whether or not later that night you 
received a call from the director of your staff, Mr. Frank Carr? 

Senator McCarruy. I received a call from Mr. Cohn while Mr. 
Adams was there. I asked Mr. Cohn to call back later. Mr. Cohn 
called back after Mr. Adams had left. 

Mr. Jenkins. What did Mr. Carr advise you in that conversation, 
Senator ¢ ’ 

Senator McCartny. It was in the morning that Mr. Carr told me 
that Mr. Dirksen had called him and told him that if we didn’t cancel 
the subpenas, there would be something in the nature of embarrassing 
charges made, public charges against Mr. Cohn which would embar- 
rass the committee. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did Mr. Carr advise you after your meeting with 
Mr. Adams on January—— 

Senator McCartny. No. 

Mr. Jenkins. Prior to that? 

Senator McCarrny. Prior to that. 

Mr. Jenxrns, That if you persisted in calling the members of the 
loyalty board before your committee, he, Mr. Adams, would cause 
certain charges to be made involving Mr. Cohn? 

Senator McCarruy. That is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was anything said about the charges involving either 
you or Mr. Carr? 

Senator McCarrny. No. 

Mr. Jenkins. That information supposedly came to your informant 
from Senator Dirksen ? 

Senator nae That is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator McCarthy, let me ask you this question rela- 
tive to your enswer and statements therein: In addition to the specific 
questions I have asked you about your relationship with the Secretary 
of the Army and Mr. Adams, are there other facts about which I have 
not asked you and which you now want to tell the committee ? 

Senator McCarrny. Yes. I think perhaps the most important 
meeting was the meeting of the night of the 22d in my apartment. 
That meeting lasted 3 hours, perhaps. 

Mr. Jenkins. That is the meeting at which Mr, Adams was present ? 

Senator McCarruy. That is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. All right, Senator. 

Senator McCarrny. At that time, Mr. Adams made it very clear 
to me that if we persisted in calling the members of the loyalty board, 
charges against Mr. Cohn would be made public. There was no men- 
tion of any charges against Mr. Carr or against me. 

I had a long discussion with him. I told him that we just would 
not be blackmailed out of this investigation in that fashion; that if 
they had any information about Mr. ‘Cohn which the committee or 
the public should know, that he could make it public if he wanted to, 

I think we discussed that matter for, oh, at least 3 hours. It was 
an unusual conversation. Adams would first attempt to convince 
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me that it was unwise to call the loyalty board from the standpoint 
of public relations and the Army; that we wouldn’t get any informa- 
tion anyway; that under the Pi esidential directive they couldn’t talk. 

Then he would suggest that I wait until Bob Stevens came back. I 
think I finally agreed to that. Iam not sure. It was a combination 
of salesmanship and threatening. He made it very clear to me that 
if we would not call off the hearing on the loyalty board, he didn’t 
mention any individual Communist—it seems there was no concern 
about our picking individual <a up by the scruff of their 
neck and getting rid of them, but the pain was felt when we started 
to find out who was responsible. 

I recall I said to him, “Jolin,” I said, “We are not investigating 
Bob Stevens. He hasn’t been there long enough to clean house. You 
can’t clean house in 1 year where you have had this going on for 20 
years.” I said, “This is the old team.” I recall very ‘vividly his 
answer, partly serious and partly in jest, I assume. He said, “Well, 
Senator, I am part of the old team,” which he was. He had been in 
the Pentagon for some time. 

It ended by my making it very clear to him that we intended to 
proceed to call the loyalty board members. I frankly didn’t think 
then that Stevens would allow any false charges to be made. Mr. 
Cohn called me. I told him about this over the phone. I talked 
to him about it after that. We both heartily agreed that they could 
go ahead and do whatever they wanted to; that if we could be black- 
mailed out of one investigation by this type of threat, it could set 
the modus operandi for the same type of blackmail whenever we tried 
to get rid of Communists, and that under no circumstances should we 
accede to it. 

Adams left, knowing that was our position. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, precisely what threat did Mr. Adams make 
that evening at your ap: irtment, January 22, as te what he would do 
or cause to be done if you persisted in subpenaing and bringing before 
your committee members of the loyalty board ? 

Senator McCartuy. He claimed that Roy had been using improper 
influence to get special consideration for Dave Schine. He said that 
he was c alling him almost every night, calling Bob Stevens almost 
every day on that, indicated that they had the phone calls which 
would be extremely damaging and indicated that it might wreck the 
committee, that we would be better off to forget about this investiga- 
ion, to go on to others instead of having our committee wrecked. I 
think that is roughly the picture. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was that the most direct, the boldest threat, that 
Adams had ever made up to that time, Senator ? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was he apparently serious in making those threats ? 

Senator McCarruy. Anyone listening would say he was extreme ‘ly 
serious. I personally thought that maybe it was part of his sales- 
manship, that it was a bluff. I didn’t know. I couldn’t conceive of 
him doing what he finally did, namely, file these false charges. At 
that time, may I say, Frank Carr was never brought into it, no in- 
dication that Frank Carr had done anything improper. 

Mr. Jenkins. And I believe you say you were not brought into it? 

Senator McCarruy. I was not. 

Mr, Jenxruns. The threat was against your chief counsel, Mr. Cohn? 
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Senator McCarrny. No, in fact he made it very clear that he knew 
I had repeatedly told him and the Secretary that they should lean 
over backward to make sure that the element of the press which was 
always criticizing any exposure of Communists could not criticize 
them or couldn’t criticize the committee. 

Mr. Jenkins. While on that subject, had you done so, Senator? 

Senator McCarrny. I had, sir. In fact, I did it by letter, also to 
make it a matter of record. 

Mr. Jenkins. December 22? 

Senator McCartuy. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, did you have other contacts with either the 
Secretary or Mr. Adams subsequent to that meeting of January 22 at 
your apartment? 

Senator McCarrny. I called Mr. Adams on the 2d of February, 
after this fifth amendment Communist had gotten an honorab le 
discharge. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Are you talking about Peress? 

Senator McCarruy,. Peress. And could I give you—again may I 
apologize for giving answers which are a bit long, but I am afraid I 
9g got to in some of these cases. The reason for that was an follows: 
No. 1, Mr. Cohn had notified Mr. Adams in 1953 about the Peress mat- 
ter, thy it they had a fifth amendment Communist major, that he was a 
dentist, and being a dentist he would have access to any Communist 
who wanted to use that as a staging point. We pointed out, Mr. Cohn 
told me he did, pointed out to Mr. Adams how dentists had been used 
in the past for that pi irticular purpose because a private or a general 
can go into a dentist’s office and no questions are asked. He suggested 
that he be gotten out of there. That was in 195: 

Then, again, in 1954, I think the date was January 4, Mr. Cohn 
again called Mr. Adams and urged that they do something. Nothing 
was done. Finally on the 26th of January, we subpenaed Peress, or 
at least we ordered him to appear. He appeared on the 30th. He 
was asked—and we didn’t pull these questions out of a hat, under- 
stand. We knew he had been engaged in these activities. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was that prior to his discharge, Senator? 

Senator McCarrnuy. That was prior to his discharge. He was 
asked, for example, whether he had attended a Communist leadership 
school. What is the name of that school, Roy, do you remember ? 

The Inwood Victory School, a Communist leadership school. We, 
of course, knew he had attended it. He graduated apparently, with 
honors, as far as we know. He refused to answer on the grounds that 
his answer might tend to incriminate him. He was asked whether he 
was holding Communist meetings in his home, down at Camp Kilmer, 
Again, the usual refusal to answer. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was he then wearing a major’s uniform ? 

Senator McCarruy. That is correct. That is correct. I am not 
sure whether he had the uniform on that day, but he was a major then. 
He was asked whether or not he was engaged in espionage. He took 
the fifth amendment. 

Didn’t he, Roy? 

I think he took the fifth on conspiracy to commit espionage but 
maybe not on espionage. He took the fifth amendment as to whether 
he was trying to recruit soldiers into the Communist Party. He took 
the fifth amendment as to whether a Communist had gotten a change 
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in his orders. He had been ordered to go to Yokohama. His orders 
were suddenly changed. We asked if a Communist in the military 
had intervened for him. He refused to answer that on the grounds 
that the answer might tend to incriminate him. 

Incidentally, that change of orders was very unusual. All the 
Senators sitting at the table know that we get letters every day ‘rom 
real hardship cases, cases where families are sick, someone about to 
die, and there very seidom is a change of orders. But in this case, 
he got a change of orders. ‘The only reason he could give, Mr. Jen- 
kins, was that his wife and daughter had been visiting a psychiatrist. 
We asked him to give us the name of the psychiatrist. He couldn’t 
remember. Well, “when that occurred—and we also found that he 
had refused to answer almost the same questions, not in as much detail, 
from the Army in August of 1953. He wrote across the face of the 
questionnaire, “refuse, fifth amendment,” or something like that. 

Mr. Jenkins. Where was that file, Senator ? 

Senator McCartuy. That was his personnel file which we, as a 
committee are entitled to— 

Mr. Jenntns. In the Pentagon? 

Senator McCartuy. That was gotten from the Pentagon; yes. 

Mr. JENKINS. Very well. Now, I believe you say you “called Mr. 
Adams on February 2 about Peress? 

Senator McCartuy. Yes. Before I did that, I did this, Mr. Jen- 
kins: I wrote to the Secretary of the Army and called his attention 
to this fifth amendment Communist. 

Mr. Jenkins. Could you know the dates of that letter, Senator? 

Senator McCarruy. The date of that was—I think it was the night 
of the 30th. It was made public on the 1st of February, as I recall. 

Mr. Jenxtns. And that was before Peress’ discharge ¢ 

Senator McCartuy. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you have a copy of that letter? 

Senator McCarrny. Yes, we have a copy here. 

Mr. Jenkins. I wil! ask you, Senator, to read a copy of that letter 
into the record, giving the date, please. 

Mr. Wetcu. Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Welch? 

Mr. Wetcn. Could I remind you, Mr. Jenkins, that we long ago 
decided not to try the Peress case, and we didn’t go into it. It seems 
to me that we ought not to broaden the record now, in view of the 
ruling, Mr. Jenkins, made so long ago. 

Mr. Jenxins. Mr. Welch, long ago I am sure you will recall we 
agreed to hold the testimony to the issues of this controversy, and, 
further, long ago we went far afield and left the issues of the contro- 
versy and we—and I do not say this critically, and I do not charge 
you with it, Mr. Welch, nor do I assume responsibility for it—but 
many new issues have been brought into this controversy, perhaps 
some properly so, certainly from the standpoint of a salutary effect 
on the public. 

1 do not propose to go into details, Mr. Welch. It occurred to me 

that perhops, and I think with the introduction of this letter I am 
througa, that perhaps the introduction of this letter might be of 
interest to the committee as shedding light on the attitude of the See- 
retary or those under his command with respect to this Colin case. 
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I think perhaps, Mr. Chairman, it might shed some light or the 
committee might deem that it will. I want to ask the Senator to read 
into the record a copy of that letter, and then, Senator, I state to you 
and to you, Mr. Welch, that I propose to pass from that subject. 

Mr. Wercu. I think one more word is in order. You will remem- 
ber, Mr. Jenkins, when the 25 names were submitted to you, there 
was a recital in the letter of the way the evidence then stood, and I 
have never known of any change in your ruling which was to the 
effect 

Mr. Jenxtns. Mr. Chairman, I don’t regard it as important. At 
Mr. Welch’s suggestion or request, Senator, I am going to withdraw 
that question. The fact is that you did write a letter. Iam not going 
to ask you to read it into the record. I believe you say it is dated the 
s0th of January ? 

Senator McCartny. February 1. This letter-—— 

Mr. Jenxrns. I will ask you this one question and pass from Peress 
as far as I am concerned. 

Senator McCarruy. I didn’t answer your other question. You 
asked me what my next contact with Mr. Adams was. May I say the 
contact was the result of the letter and subsequent acts. 

Mr. Jenkins. The letter is dated February 1? 

Senator McCarrny. February 1. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you know the date of Peress’ disch: irge ? 

Senator McCartuy. The morning of February 2. 

Mr. Jenkins. The morning of February 2. Did you have a con- 
versation with Mr. Adams on the morning of February 2 in con- 
sequence of the letter to which you have just referred ? 

Senator McCarruy. I had a conversation with him on the evening 
of February 2. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator, I will ask you to relate to the committee 
the substance or context of that conversation. 

Mr. Wetcu. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator McCarruy. I called Mr. Adams 

Mr. Wetcu. May I first inquire? 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Welch, do you have a point of order 

Mr. Wercu. Whether or not that involves the Peress case? If 
50 -— 

Mr. Jenxins. If so, Mr. Welch, I assure you that I will tell the 
witness that, in my opinion, it sheds no light on the issues. 

Mr. Weiteu. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Anything that was said by Mr. Adams with respect 
to the loyalty board or any of the subjects relating to this inquiry, 
penator. 

Senator McCartuy. Yes. I may say, it has this relation to the 
inquiry: At that time I told Mr. Adams that we would get the names 
of all those responsible for the coddling of Peress, and that neither he 
nor anyone else on earth could stop us. We had a rather heated argu- 
ment, and that, I think, had something to do with this investigation. 

If | may give you the conversation. I called him and told him that 
I thought that what they had done was completely improper, that 
they all knew that I had asked for a court-martial of this major, and 
a court-martial of everyone who had anything to do with his promo- 
tion, his change of orders, knowing that he was a Communist, and 
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that what they did the next morning, within a matter of hours they 
tried to put him beyond the jurisdiction of the Army, I told them I 
thought this was unfair to Bob Stevens, because Stevens was out of the 
country at the time; that the least they could have done was wait until 
the Secretary got back and let him make the decision. 

I told Mr. Adams that I had every reason to believe that he, Adams, 
had a hand in this, and that I was going to try and find out the names 
of all of those who had a hand in it. 

That conversation, I believe, Mr. Jenkins, as well as our demand 
for the members of the loyalty board, had considerable to do with the 
faise and fraudulent charges which have been filed here because, Mr. 
Jenkins, let me say this in conclusion, there seemed to be no consterna- 
tion, no fear when we would pick up an individual Communist and 
expose him and help get rid of him, but there seemed to be an unex- 
plainable amount of consternation whenever we talked about getting 
the names of those res ponsib le for the coddling and the speci: 1 priv- 
ileges for a Communist or the names of the loyalty board who sent 
Communists back to the secret radar laboratory. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is I think why we are in these hearings today. 

Mr. Jenkins. That in your opinion, Senator, was the straw that 
broke the camel’s back and precipitated this open hassle, is that right, 
an open breach ? 

Senator McCartuy. This is one of the two straws. The other 
straw was getting the loyalty board. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you ever hi we any contact with Mr. Adams or 
the Secretary after February 

Senator McCarrny. I a a contact with Mr. Stevens on the 24th 
day of February. I think that has been gone over in detail. I would 
be glad to go over it again if you want me to. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was that the chicken dinner? 

Senator McCarruy. That was the chicken dinner. 

Mr. Jenxrns. I think that has been sufficiently aired. 

Senator, are there any other statements you now desire to make 
W hie h you feel this committee should know about, and which will shed 
light upon the issues involved in this controversy ? 

“Senator McCarruy. Mr. Jenkins, there may be details which were 
omitted, but I am sure that by the time the Senators and Mr. Welch 
get through cross-examining me there will be nothing left out, so I 
will leave that for the cross-examination. 

Senator Munpr. May the Chair say that Counsel Jenkins has ad- 
vised him that he has now concluded his direct examination and will 
come back in his capacity of Dr. Jekyll with his cross-examination 
after lunch, so we will recess until 2 o’clock. 

Ww hereupon, at 12:28 p. m. the hearing was recessed, to reconvene 
at 2 p. m. the same day.) 
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